282.   AGRICULTURE v. KHADDAR

An M.A.>B.L. writes thus:1

The question of unemployment raised in this letter I have
dealt with elsewhere. But as others besides the correspondent
have brought the question of agriculture in connection with
khaddar, it might be as well to deal with the appeal of my lawyer
correspondent.

Let me first of all point out to him that he is mistaken in
thinking that he has merely to get a loan of two thousand rupees
to make his proposed agricultural experiment a 'swinging success'.
Indeed, agriculture requires just/as much application and study
as law. The correspondent also seems to labour under the delusion
that the message of khaddar is being presented to India in -order
to clothe the naked* On the contrary, khaddar is intended to
serve the same purpose that paddy does. The spinning-wheel
will provide additional occupation to the millions, which would
mean an additional income wherewith to supplement the insufficient
food that they are able to get today.

Agriculture is not a dying occupation in India. It requires
reform sftid improvement, tfut agricultural reforms are possible
under a national government. Individual agricultural effort can
leave little impression upon the masses whose sole occupation is
agriculture which gives them less than what they need for proper
bodily sustenance. If this" correspondent is really tired of his pro-
fession and wishes to give it up3 he must not build castles in the
air. He must become an expert spinner and he will find himself
engaged, not in spinning for his maintenance., but in the organi-
zations that are being conducted in Bengal for propagating spin-
ning andjjkhaddar.

Young India, 3*0-7-1925

c * In his letter, not reproduced here, the correspondent appealed to Gandhiji
to raise 100 lacs to fiaaacfc agriculture and small industries as a solution of
the unemployment problem.